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ADVERTISEMENT: 

Ia the following Letter, the natural conſequetices of 
Dr. Prieſtley's ſyſtem are, in ſome meaſure, pointed out, 
for the Reader's conſideration. The Author, however, 
does not mean to inſinuate, that Dr. Prieſtley avows thoſe 
conſequences ; but he thinks it reſts with the Doctor to 
prove, that they are hot the genuine reſult of his hypo- 
theſis. Every doctrine leads to ſome conſequences or 
other; and when an opponent points them out, it is not 
ſufficient ſimply to diſavow them, if diſagreeable, but he 
ſhould offer his reaſons for that diſavowal. Now if ſuch 
conſequences be abſurd, or pernicious, and yet cannot be 
fairly denied, or ſhewn to be forced and unnatural ; they 
are ſo many arguments inforcing a rejection of that hypo- 
theſis from which they _ 5 ION 
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You mention Dr. prieſtley on Mitter ahd 
Hiri: on Necęſity and The Corruptions of Chrif+ 
tianity—1I have not read them; and therefore can 
ſay nothing about them. Very lately I read his 
Letters to Dr. Horſley ; and, as I read, made 
ſome minutes. On thoſe minutes the following | 
Remarks are grounded; and they are much! at 
your ſervice! The deciſions of | eccleſiaſtical 
hiſtory, on the preſent qe T ſhall Tears 

| where they 1 | g 41-4 noe 
"The Doctor ſcetns defirous of 2 out 
the ableft men,” to this work ; not recollecting, 
perhaps, that a Gibeonite has his uſefulneſs in 
ſanctuary ſervice, as well as the high prieſt, 1 
profeſs myſelf to be poſſeſſed of no more than 
the widow's mite; but I chearfully contribute 
what 1 have, 1 cannot forbear agreeing with 
the Doctor, moſt cordidily, when he aſſerts the 
wiſdom and energy of divine Providence in 
ſuperintending : all ſuch enquiries for che final 
preva wwalence of truth.” The firſt remafk I make'is 
B 5 on 


A 


on the following ſingular poſition. At leaſt it 
appeared ſingular to me. b 


I.“ I maintain that there is no more reaſon why 
a man ſhould be ſuppoſed to have an immaterial 
principle within him, than that a dog, a plant, or 
a magnet, ſhould have one; becauſe, in all theſe 
caſes, there is juſt the ſame difficulty in imagin- 
ing any connection between the viſible matter of 
which they conſiſt, and the inviſible powers of 
which they are poſſeſſed,” So Dr. P. aſſerts. 
(Letters, p. 5.) 


+, This is aid with ſufficient aſſurance. But is it 
true? Has the Doctor any particular evidence, 
beyond his predeceſſors, on which to found this 
affertion ? If not, a degree leſs of the poſitive 
would have been as much to his honour, If he 
has, let him produce it. Real philoſophers 
have ingenuouſly confeſſed the im perfection of 
their ideas of matter, and their ſuperficial , ac- | 
quaintance with irs modifications and comb m \ 
ons; and it would have been but the part of 


modeſt man for him to have copied ye 
he has a higher claim to our c he Hi be 


Fully inveſtigated the MAT ORE 

magnetiſm ? It has been generally mo 

that a magnet cannot but attract iron in certain 

circumſtances of poſition 3 and that its motion, 
. 
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121 . 
for that reaſon, is phyſically NECESSARV. In 
order therefore to maintain his aſſertion, and 
prove that man has no more ſoul than a mag- 
net, he muſt demonſtrate that a magnet attract: 
iron by a voluntary motion, or that a man's bodily 
motion is not ſuch. I can move my body by a 
ſpontaneous volition; and I can ceaſe that mo- 
tion at pleaſure. My motion therefore is volutis 
tary ; but is magnetic motion ſuck: It is, I am 


perſuaded, from this hint, more than a preſump- 


tion, that man is furniſhed with a principle of 
motion naturally ſuperior to a magnet. Let out 
philoſopher tell us preciſely what it is, that we 
be no longer deceived. | Moſt undoubtedly I ſhall 
not diſpute the palm with Dr. P. on philoſophical 
acquiſitions; but, having a grain of common 
ſenſe, I am not willing to renounce it without a 


reaſon. Matter is, in itſelf, inert and dead: 


nor can we be told what combinations, circum- 
ſtantial poſitions, or ſtructure, will make it a 
living. ſubſtance, or voluntary agent; but my 
preſent action of writing proves me to be ſuch an 
agent; and therefore I conclude I am poſſeſſed of 
ſomething naturally ſuperior to matter. Let the 
contrary be proved by thoſe who are able, and I 
will believe it. The Doctor allows the mind is 
NATURALLY actiye; (Pref.. p. 4.) if matter 
be not proved to be ſo likewiſe, the point is not 

B 2 gained 
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gained . It is true, philoſophical enquiries 
have gone far many things have been diſcovered 
and accounted for, which were once thought im- 
poſſible. But has philoſophy given any new laws 
to matter? Were they not all in being before 
philoſophers had exiſtence ? And are they not 
yet ignorant of ten thouſand times more than 
they know) If we apply-durſelves to the con · 
templation and ſtudy of a vegetable or animal, 
we are ſoon at the end of our tether,” Such is | 
the en true en and wiſe dus 
erben ene 


| Behold; ele boom we . of a db 
boil enn dine nod dees Ia e 
advance indeed 1 Pray has Dr, P. given you a 
elear ms of the proceſs of batte ? 


8 Much bu hagn faid hn ferpetual motion in nate 
it appears to me a mere utopian buſineſs. Perpetual motion ſuppoſe 
2 perpetual mover+-< perpetual moyer muſt be a voluntary agent. 
The idea therefore is abſurd, and will appear fo, till matter be pr — 
to poſſeſs the power of ſelf · motion, or until fych a mechanic 
bination ſhalt be aſcertained as is ſubjeR to ſuch an agent. Thi wes 
famous Derbam ſays, (Phiſ. Theol. p. 270. Nate. 3d Edit.) © It is 
2 thing impoſſible, if not a contradition,” Experience has con- 
firmed this mortifying remark ; nor will ſucceeding efforts haye better 
facceſs/ But our motion is neither phylicatly nor mechanically ne- 
ceſſary, being voluntary ; and the! principle of it perpetually the 
fame in its very nature; and therefore not material, but, properly 
ſpeaking, e e e ee capa 


N 


Has 


191 
Has he demonſtrated the principle of motion. h 
a dog Ought he not to haye dane theſe things, 
before he had; yentured on ſuch affertions?, Jo 
ſupport his hypotheſts we expect ta ſee, in une: 
qui vocal language, this ſubject laid open with 
the reaſoning on which it is founded. Are you 
told, explicitly, what an immaterial friih h 
and is it proyed to be impoſſible that ſuch, a priny 
eiple ſhould exiſt in man? I, grant theſe things 
cannot be done without à perfect underſtanding 
of the ſubject q but, one would, think that nor 
thing leſs than this would entitle a man to an 
air of deciſive authority in his aſſertions ! If he 
has not provod that an immaterial; principle in 
man is either abſurd or impoſſible, it is manifeſt 
he has drawn his concluſion by far too HASTILY 2 
that is, he has not properly examined, 82 
not 10 die the . „ase od of , 
'1 34 Oo! 11 
Ja „obs e not W 1 = 
tween viſible matter and an inviſible. power; of 
action. ' Suppaſe that to be the eaſe; is it not 
much more decent and modeſt to let the d iffeulty 
remain than aſſert what we cannot prove, or what 
is attended with; dangerous conſequences? A 
humble wiſe man would wiſh to do ſo. Are our 
contracted capacities, the STANDARD of divine 


+434 


are nat competent a > The truth is, we ate 


not 


1 3 
bor competent judges of the commoneſt things 
with which we have to do. We can perceive no 
connection between the infinite ſpirit, whom we 
cat GOD; and the material uniwetſe—ſhall we 
infer cwerefbtel eher that he is not a fpirit, ot 
that he is not che creator? If any propoſition 
may be demonſtrated, I think it is this That 
ſpitit does act on matter, though we know not 
how. To deny the truth of à fact becauſe we 
Eannot ſee how it is a fact, favors ſo much of the 
ſopercilious dogmatiſt or univerſal ſceptic, and 
fo little of the really ingenuous philoſopher ; 
that we commonly, and, perhaps,” juſtly; conſi- 
der it as a characteriſtic of ignorance and preJu- 
dice, or of ſe}f-conceited cr | 
_— 1 4 4 Tr 4 
Common conſent, in all ages, 15 voted man 
to be a rational creature. And this ſuffrage does 
not appear to be the reſult of philoſophical en- 
try or cloſe reaſohing, but it ariſes from fuch 
evidence as is within the reach of the meaneſt 
capacity. However, if Dr. P. he right, this 
univerſal agreement is of no importance; for, 
being found fallacious, it amounts to—norbing *. 
But; is not man then a rational creature? He 
ae e my without reaſon; and if he be not 
: ® « Reaſon i is icing * jumble of ſenſeleſs atoms or, at : 


molt, che effect of Urn Wat! is this the reſult of materia- 
nan ? Come and ſee! 179 7· [4405 | 1 7 


ſuperior, 


N 
Fueter naturally, to plants and hrutes, he * 
not be poſſeſſed of reaſon; unleſs they are, al- 
| lowed to be reſonable creatures as well as he,— 
It ſeems that philoſophers are furniſhed with 
% mental habits”—(Letterg, p- 110.) But are 
theſe mental habits found in dogs and plants; and 
magnets ? If they are, we ſhould be glad to 
have ſome de e of it. If ey; are not—but 1 
forbear. 5 


110 


. us DE at this Joarine, a moment, int] the 
light, of morality and religion. Men, | brutes 
and plants are equally deſtitute of an immatexial 
Principle. Could the Doctor fully eſtabliſh this | 
aſſertion, it would exalt him to a level with 2 
certain tribe of creatures. But in order to 
effect ſuch a deſign it muſt be proved That 
magnets, plants, and brutes, are are ſubjects of 
moral government That they are under a laß 
to love the Lord with all the heart mind and 
ſrength— That man is under no more law to do 
ſo than they — And that a breach of this law ren- 
ders them ALL alike obnoxious to the divine 


GB + & »® #7 


the baſis of this ſyſtem will be eee defec- 
tive. How would you ſmile to ſee. a committee 
of the nation fir down and with all the gravity and 
good ſenſe of legiſlators, form 2, code of lays for 
he government and wtf of plants and 


brutes ! 
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brutes | But, why ſmile at the good men? Are 
men capable of being governed by, and reaping 
advantage from good human laws? And are they 
as deſtitute of ſouls as brutes and plants ? Why; 
then, ſhould they not be all equally ſubjeft to the 
ſame laws? To inſtitute laws, with penal fanc= 
tions, the deſign of which muſt be neceſſarily 
defeated, or impoffible to be obtained, betrays 
great weakneſs and temerity in the inſtitutor : But, 
on this hypothes, is not this preciſely the caſe 
with our creator ? The Doctor can give an anſwer. 
1s it not vanity, in the extreme, to act on a ſup- 


+ poſition that does not exiſt? Befides on this 


Stound, the fears of the ſinner and the joys of the 
faint are mere imagination; not do I ſee how ſuch 
feelings can, in fact, be known. The world ſurely 
have been dreaming for upwards of five thouſand 
| years about a non- entity. The keen remorſe of an 
accufing conſcience, and the happy experience 
of communion with God, have always been con- 
fidered ſufficient evidence to prove that man, 
ſome how, is effentially ſuperior to all the lower 
creation. . But now we are told, that magnets, 
plants, brutes, and men are all alike deſtitute of 
an immaterial principle; and therefore are: 

capable, or incapable, which you pleaſe, of the 
*pains and pleaſure ſuppoſed. However, Sir, allow 
me to affirm, that man does experience theſe 
feelings ; ; and the Doctor is to prove the ſame of 


dogs 
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dogs and plants if he can. If he cannot, he 


would do well to inform us hat. is the ſpeciſic 
difference between them and men, and for what 
end ſuch difference was made; all being upon his 
plan, naturally and ſubſtantially alike: Again; 
on this ſuppoſition, there is neither vice nor 
virtue, there is neither fin nor holineſs on the 
earth: What cannot be the ſubjects of a moral 
law? (and it does not appear that brutes and 
plants can be ſo,) cannot be the ſubjects of praiſe, 
er blame : And man being on a level with them, 
he ought to be conſidered in the ſame point of 
light. Free agency, or a capacity of moral action, 
ſeems eſſentially neceſſary to conſtitute an action 
praiſe or blame worthy. But, are brutes and 
plants free agents? Are they poſſeſſed of this 


moral capacity? And is man equally deſtitute of 


it? The Doctor had need ſettle theſe things in 


a ſatisfactory manner before his poſition can be; - | 


confirmed: And if he cannot favor us in this 
reaſonable propoſal, we ſhall be obliged to with- 
draw, part of that veneration we have paid his 
aſſertions, and think ourſelves juſtified in doing 
ſo. I have always been accuſtomed to treat St. 
Anthony's ſermon to the fiſhes as a legendary tale; 
the production of enthuſiaſtic ſuperſtition: But 
I have found ſuch inſtruction by ſitting at the feet 


of Dr. P. that, were the old gentleman preſent, : 


it is poſſible I might read my recantation and aſk 
| C his 
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14 ) 
his pardon: for where, pray, is the marvellous 
difference between a dog and a fiſh ? Really, Sir, 
I ſee no greater impropriety in addreſſing a ſhoal 
of fiſnes on the doctrine of providence, than a 
congregation of men and women (alias, dogs, 
plants, and magnets) on the glorious doctrines 
of God's everlaſting goſpel. It is true, the ſacred 
page aſſerts the neceſſity and importance of the 
bleſſings of the goſpel“ for our happineſs; and 
tells us, that bleſſed is the people who know the 
joyful ſound ; but if the Doctor's aſſertions be 
true, the whole is only a ſacred farce. . And if 
theſe bleſſings be nothing, it would not be im- 
poſſible to prove that religion is nothing; and if 
religion be nothing, there is no God. The con- 
nection between the hypotheſis before us and this 
inference, might be traced and eſtabliſned; for 
this is built on that: But I wave it, for! the 
preſent. 85 | 


Here, Sir, you are preſented with, perhaps, 
an original drawing of your divine maſter, the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt. According to Dr. P. he is a 
mere man like yourfelf; you have no more ſoul 
than a brute or a plant, you and Chriſt are alike. 
' You can poſſeſs no more virtue or holineſs than a 


. Such as Regeneration, Adoption, Pardon, Juſtification, Sanctifi- 
cation, &c. See Eph. i. 3. 


plant 
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plant or a brute; you and Chriſt are alike. The 
love, obedience, and ſufferings of Chriſt, there- 
fore, are no more than the love, obedience, and 
ſufferings of a brute or a plant. But I forbear. 
When a concluſion is, fairly drawn from the pre- 
miſes, and yet involves abſurdity or contradict ion, 
it is manifeſt that the premiſes are defective; and, 
whether the preſent be not ſuch a caſe, you can 
judge. The nature of the life of Chriſt in heaven 
muſt be the ſame he lived on earth. Vou are 
told, he is a mere man like yourſelf, and that you 
have no more ſoul than the things we have repeat- 
edly mentioned; and therefore the life of - Chriſt 
in heaven cannot exceed the life of theſe creatures. 
Let the circumſtances of life change as they may, 
the nature of life abides the ſame, The Doctor may 
be intentionally a patron of religion and virtue, 
but it is impoſſible, in my poor opinion, to pro- 
mote ſuch an important deſign by telling us, that 
magnets, plants, brutes, and men, are ſubſtanti- 
ally alike, without any natural difference. The 
end and means are eſſentially unſuitable. You 
may as ſoon quench fire with oil, or freeze the 
ocean with the burning fun, as ſubſerve the cauſe 
of religion and virtue by denying the immateria- 
lity and powers of the foul of man. The Lord 
may give up a man to ſuch hardneſs of heart and 
infidelity as for him to be paſt feeling; but even 
this would not prove the point in queſtion, Shift 

C2 the 
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the ſcene a moment. Let the Lord make the 
finner's conſcience feel the energy of but one drop 
of divine diſpleaſure, and at the ſame time vail 
the proſpect of pardoning mercy ; and I will 
boldly affirm, that the ſtate of a brute would ap- 
pear infinitely preferable to his. Nor would all 
HIS Forts to forget his pain or relieve his mind, 


be of any more avail than his , to create an 
univerſe. |; ut 


II. Tf univerſal contomitunce be the foundation 
of all our reaſoning concerning cauſes and effects, 
the organized brain of man muſt be deemed to be 
the proper ſeat, and immediate cauſe of his ſen- 
fation and thinking, as much as the inward 
ſtructure of a magnet, whatever that be, is the 
cauſe of its power of — on? Ons 


P- 5) 


"At laſt, the buſineſs is brought to this oloſe ; 
That man, though a percipient, conſcious, active 
being, is only matter in motion! But is this doc- 
trine proved? How have I feaſted my mind with 
the manly evidence to the contrary,” which I find 
in one of the greateſt 'philoſaphers of this: coun- 
try“! If the Diſquiſitions on matter and ſpirit, 
by the Rev. Joſeph Prieſtley, 1 L. D. GY R. 8. 


# Paxter's peer into the Nature of the human Soul, 3 vol. g 


have 
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have not razed the foundation and expoſed the 
fallacy of that great man's reaſoning, there is no- 
thing done with effect; it is ſtill a dreadful and 
delightful truth that man has an immaterial 
principle within him, and is therefore eſſentially 
ſuperior to all the lower creation. Whatever 
ſtructure or modification may be given to matter, 
preſuppoſes the exiſtence of matter; and there- 
fore the Doctor muſt prove, to make good his 
ground, that this ſaid modification or ſtructure 
changes the nature and eſſential properties of it; 
if he cannot do ſo, it is but dead matter after all; 
as incapable of ſelf motion as before the ſtructure 
was imparted. And if its nature and eſſential pro- 
perties be changed by this modification, it is no 
longer matter. Here we have brought to light a 
conſiderable dilemma, and we cordially requeſt 
our philoſophizing materialiſts to lend us a hand 
to eſcape from its jaws. Thinking, willing, rea- 
ſoning, reflecting and anticipating, I eall motion, 
felf-motion;' if it eannot be proved that the Al- 
mighty has veſted matter with à ſelf-moving 
power, that can move in different directions at 
pleaſure, or ceaſe motion in any given direction; 
I apprehend, that organization or ſtructure will 
be of little avail to eſtabliſh the poſition before us. 
If philoſophers can prove this, we requeſt them to 
come forwards and do it, that we may be con- 
convinced of our errors ; but if they cannot, we 

muſt 


[ 8 ] 


_ beg their pardon for rudely tamung our 
backs on. BARE allertion. 


It is a maxim in n ſound philoſophy, © That the 
effect cannot riſe higher than the cauſe,” The brain 
of a man is but a number of material particles 
however beatifully arranged or organized; and 
yet, you are told, that The brain organized is 
the immediate cauſe of thinking. Dead inactive 
matter produces an effect the moſt rim, the moſt 
penetrating, the moſt capacious ! Is this ſound 
reaſoning ? Can matter be capable of ſelf-reflec- 
tion, ſurveying the works and ways of God, 


feeling the ſtings, of guilty fears, and taſting the 


ſweets: of pardoning grace? It ſhould ſeem not. 
But, according to Dr. P. it can produce an effect 
which is capable of all this. Does not the effect, 
then, riſe higher than the cauſe? If the prganized 
brain of man be the immediate gauſe of think · 
ing, I would beg leave to aſt, waznc ariſes 
that amazing difference which appears in mens 
capacities? Or, is there no difference? WRENTOE 
ſprings that manifeſt variety of principles and 
practiſes in men? Or, are they all ſpecifically 
the ſame? Theſe things ſhould be explained a 
little and ſet in ſome tolerable order, if the Doctor 


would wiſh his opinion to be received. I think 


it is alſo allowed by philoſophers, that the com- 
ponant partieles of the human body are in-a con- 
tinual 


*4 * 
1. b 
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tinual flux The brain not excepted- a And that | 


the ſame property cannot be transferred from one 
ſubſtance to another. If the brain therefore be 

the immediate cauſe of thinking, and its particles 
' continually flying off, though the ſame number 


may be found at any given period; I ſay, if this 
be the caſe, what becomes of perſonal 1HENTITY r? 


How can it be proved that the preſent Dr. P. the 
Socinian, was ever Mr. Joſeph Prieſtley the 
Calviniſt ? Or, how will either of them be found 
in the day of judgement ? I muſt look to him for 
an anſwer. 


III.“ Man is of an uniform compoſition; 
wholly mortal; the doctrine of a ſeperate imma- 
terial ſoul, capable of ſenſation and action when 
the body is in the grave, is a4 notion borrowed 
from heathen philoſophy, and unknown to the 
ſcriptures. A ſoul capable of being happy or 
miſerable when the body is in the grave, is totally 
repugnant to the ſyſtem of revelation, and un- 
known in the ſcriptures. ” Won p- 7. mam 


e 


This is making ſhort work with us indeed! 
Let us dare to examine this aſſertion. That God 


COULD vor form and ſuperadd an immaterial 


| principle to a properly organized maſs of mat- 
god is not pretended ; and to fay he mas not: 
done 


u 
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done it is more than any, leſs learned than Dr. P. 
would openly avow, unleſs they do it on his au- 
thority. And even his authority has not yet been 
ſufficient to ſanctify the notion; and, pardon me, 
if I doubt its final ſucceſs. It is no diſhonour te 
aſſert the poſſibility of the Lord's having done it; 
and, if we conſider that he defigned man to be 
the lord of this lower world, and therefore gaye 
him dominion over the inferior creatures, this 
idea will go ſo: far in the probability of it as to af- 
ford us a preſumptive evidence of the fact. 
Indeed, we have no alternative but this: That 

og, a plant, a magnet, is as fit for government 
over the creatures as man. There may be ſome 
perſons - whoſe prejudices, or whoſe intereſts, 
would prompt them to wiſh this ro be true ; but 
it lies with them to prove that it is ſo ; and, if 
they can, we invite them to do it. 


Man is wholly mortal —Is there nothing in 
the conſtitution; and make of man that militates 
againſt this aſſertion? Were the Doctor to read 
with attention, a late publication on this ſubject &, 
J flatter myſelf he would change his mind once 


* The Evidence of Reaſon in Proof of the Immortality of the 
Sdul. 8vq,, Cadell, London. If Dr. P. would radically ſettle and 
ſubſtantiate his material ſyſtem and the entire mortality of man, he 
muſt overturn the arguments advanced in theſe works of Mr. Baxter; 
for, while they remain to be read and underſtood, his ſcheme .muſ} 
appear, as it is, eſſentially defeRive, | 


more. 
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more. I think I need not ſcruple to aſſert that; 
the man who can ſeriouſly conſult that book 
and till maintain the mortality of his ſoul, muſt 
be in a deplorable condition indeed. The evi- 
dence Mr. BAxrER adduces for the natural Im- 
mortality of the Soul is eaſy, popular, convinc- 
ing, and yet truly philoſophical. At leaſt, it is 
ſo, as far as I am able to judge of it. 


An immaterial principle in man that will ſur- 
vive the body, is ſaid to be an invention of hea- 
then philoſophy. If that be the caſe, it is the 
more likely to be true. The arguments muſt be 
ſtrong and concluſive, and the evidence convinc- 
ing indeed, to induce a heathen to receive ſuch a 
doctrine. Truth muſt be attended with a peculiar 
energy to prevail over the torrent of corruption 
with which it was manifeſtly oppoſed But, it 
ſhould ſeem a chriſtian philoſopher is at liberty, 
though favored with additional light on the ſub- 
ject, to reject and oppoſe it. Eventually, it 
might be a happineſs for ſome folks, if it were 
to be found a falſnood. But I proceed. You 
are told that, this doctrine is totally repugnant 
to the ſyſtem of Revelation' ? If fo, it is vain 
to addreſs the fears or the hopes of the ſons. of 
men. Eternal damnation and everlaſting glory, 
though found in the Scriptures, on this hypo- 
theſis, are mere empty ſounds ! But, pray, are 
* 7 theſe 
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theſe things nothing but fiction and fable? If 
fo, I would aſk the Doctor WHO could in- 
troduce the uſe of ſuch language, and wav ? 
HOW could the ideas, it is calculated to con- 
vey, enter the mind of him who firſt adopted the 
dreadful and delightful terms ? Are mankind no 
more impreſſed, is it poſſible they ſhould be no 
more impreſſed, with theſe things than plants or 
brutes ? If they be not, waznct theſe various 
efforts to obliterate the painful apprehenſions of 
the future? And if they really be, Wwnar can 
be the cauſe ? We look to the Doctor for an an- 
ſwer. In the mean time let us juſt glance at the 
evidence of ſcripture on the ſubject. 


* 


God formed man of the duſt of the ground, 
and breathed into his noſtrils the breath of life; 
and man became a living ſoul.” (Gen. ii. 7.) Now, - 
according to Dr. P. this deſcription is only de- 
ſigned to tell you, that GOD properly formed 
Adam's body, gave a regular organization to his 
brain and put it in motion, and then he became 
equal, but Nor ſuperior, to a brute, or plant, 
or magnet. Man has a rational, living, imma- 
terial, ſoul, diſtinct from his body.” Can any 
ching leſs than this be meant by ſuch an account 
of his creation? Does not his body appear to be 
cvidently formed and finiſhed before his Creator 
gave him a ſoyl? To ſay that man became 2 
living 


I 

living ſoul MERELY becauſe his brain was duly 
organized, what an inſipid, mmeaning expoſition 
of the great Creator's work ! Is this the language 
of unproſtituted philoſophy! Again; © God cre- 
ated man in his own Image and Likeneſs.” (Gen. i. 
26, 7.) Doubtleſs there is a diſplay of divine 
wiſdom and power in adjuſting the particles which 
compoſe the brain, as well as the other parts of 
the body, and firſt putting them into motion; 
but what has this to do with the image of God ? 
If this be all, the image of God is as viſible in 
brutes as men ! But, who would affert this ? 
There is a NATURAL image of God in man. 
God is a Spirit. As ſuch, he is a "conſcious; 
active Being, and a free Agent—And all this in 
abſolute perfection. An image, or likeneſs of 
this, we have in man. The powers and capaci- 
ties of man's Soul, his Underſtanding, Will, 
Conſciouſneſs, Sc. afford ſome pleaſing idea of 
his original conſtitution ; without the conſidera; 
tion of which, the whole is dark and dull, and 
void. Created Spirits, poſſeſſing NaTurRALLY 
a power of thinking, are a bright emblem of 
the bleſſed God, who is all conſciouſneſs and 
activity, It is the very nature of God to be 
conſcious and active : If he ceaſes to be conſci- 
ous and active, he ceaſes to be. Conſcious ac- 
tivity is alſo the eſſence of every ſpirit. A noble 
rank of beings we are, the living and lively 
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offspring and image of that intellectual and vital 
power who gave us being.“ (Dr. Watts) The 
Calviniſts are charged with degrading man; but 
verily they have never yet ſet him ſo low as our 
phileſophifing Socinian. Nor is ſuch an idea of 
man confiſtent with their experience, or the word 
of God, There is alſo what we call a MORAL 
image of God in man. This, the bible tells us, 
conſiſts © in knowledge, holineſs and righteouſ- 
neſs.” (Eph. iv. 24. Col. ili. x.) In ruis man 
was originally created: And though he loſt it by 
Sin, yet it is reſtored, by regenerating Grace, to 
the people of God. Now, it muſt be proved 
either that this image is alſo found in brutes, 
plants, and magnets, or that this teſtimony is 
falſe; or we muſt be allowed to aſſert, that an 
immaterial principle in man is not unknown in | 
the ſcriptures. Once more; *The duſt ſhall 
return to the earth as it was; and the Spirit 
ſhall return unto God who gave it.“ (Ecc. xii. 
7.) The Creator of the heavens and the earth 
is ſaid ro © form the ſpirit of man within him. 
(Zech. xii, 1.) For what man knoweth the things 
of a man fave the ſpirit of man which is in him? 
even ſo the things of God knoweth no man, but 
the ſpirit of God.“ (1 Cor. ii. 11.) According 
to our Author theſe paſſages are totally unintel · 
ligible; they are abſolutely without a meaning. 
You will excuſe my not enlarging upon them, 

When 
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When philoſophers have duly conſidered ſuch 
evidence, they are welcome to be materialiſts if 
they can. Moreover ; the kind Redeemer addreſ- 
ſes his apoſtles, in the proſpect of ſuffering perſc . 
cution for his ſake, in the following very affec- 
tionate, ſtriking language. Fear not them who 
kill the body, but are not able to kill the ſoul ; 
But rather fear him who is able to deſtroy both 
body and Soul in hell.” (Matt. x. 28.) A plain 


unlettered man, furniſhed with a little common 


ſenſe, unencumbered with the trappings of ſcience, 
and not obliged to ſupport a ſyſtem ; on reading 
this text would naturally conclude, and truly I 
think his concluſion would be juſt, that the Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt deſigned, by the terms body and ſoul 
two diſtinct ſubſtances, with diſtin& capacities; 
though both are eſſential to the compoſitum of 
man : But according to our ingenious philoſo- 
pher they are only two words for the ſame thing. 
Should this be allowed, the paſſage would not 
only be unmeaning but untrue. The Doctor ſays, 


that man is wholly material and mortal, and that 


when perſecution ſlays the body there is an end of 
the man The Lord Jeſus Chriſt tells you that 
perſecution may kill the body, but CANNOT 
kill the ſoul. I preſume therefore to conclude, 
that man has a principle within him diſtin& from 


his body, and that will ſurvive it. The Doctor 


ſays that an — ſoul in man, which is 
: capable 
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capable of pain or pleaſure, when the body is in 
the grave, 1s repugnant to revelation. The Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, in this text, moſt clearly aſſerts the 
contrary. As both cannot be true, and as the 
Doctor tells you, the matter is of the higheſt 
importance; I ſhall leave you to chooſe whom to 
credit; Dr. P. or Jeſus Chriſt. From this paſ+ 
ſage we look forward to a future conſcious exif. 
rence for the ſoul, both before and after the 
Reſurrection. But now I mention the Reſurrec- 
tion, let me drop a word on that ſubject. 


On the hypotheſis before us, the Reſurrection 
is neither more nor leſs than a new arrangement of 
our material particles, which had been deranged 
and decompoſed by death; ſo that we only riſe 
again freſh material ſyſtems of bload, and bones, 
and muſcles, &c. As far from an immaterial 
conſcious principle within us as betore—We are 
to riſe again, at the voice of the trump: of God, 
to enjoy the life ok MAGNETS, PLANTS, and DoGs } 
Is this the Reſurrection of the Bible? Is a fin- 
ners a ſaint, when raiſed from the dead, to be 
only ſuſceptible of the feelings of a brute ! Is this 
the ULTIMATE object of all the glorious promiſes 
of the everlaſting Goſpel ? Is this the Lasr END 
of all the gracious purpoſes of God to his peo- 
ple? Is this all for which martyrs bled, and for 
which the adorable Redeemer lived and died ? 

: Believe 
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Believe it who will! And, yet, if man have no 
nobler principle in him than a plant or a brute, 
urs muſt prove his perfect terminus, his higheſt 
end! I cannot think it preſumptious to ſuppoſe, 
that the apoſtle Paul poſſeſſed as auch wiſdom 
and learning as Dr. P. But you find that great 
champion preaching, ſuffering, and dying, with 
his eye and his heart joyfully and ſtedfaſtly fixed 
on the reſurrection from the dead. (Phil. iii. 10, 
11.) Tou hear him ſay, * if in this life only we 
have hope in Chriſt, we are of all men moſt mi- 
ſerable*” (x Cor. xv. 19.), But, ſurely, according 
to this Gentleman, never was a wretched: animal 
ſo perfectly faſcinated, fo abſolutely deluded! 
And, ſhocking» to think! deluded too, by, the 
Gop who made him; by the REDEEMER' who 
loved him and gave himſelf for him; by the 
eternal sI RI who ſanctified and called him to 
his labors and ſufferings, and fed his hopes with 
an animating proſpect of eternal life ! You hear 
the Saviour ſay, This is the will of him that 
ſent me, that every one who ſeeth the ſon, and 
believeth on him, may have everlaſting life: And 
I will raiſe him up at the laſt day.“ (John vi. 
40.) Raiſe him up to what? enjoy an everlaſ- 
ting life—of what ? * and brutes! 40. 


A SEPARATE 5 in the light yau. behold. it, 
in ſhort, in every light, is a mere figment. You 


are 
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are told, A ſoul capable of happineſs or miſery 
When the body is in the grave, is TOTALLY re- 
pugnant to the ſyſtem of Revelation, and unknown 
in the Scriptures.” If fo, you muſt not expect a 
ſyllable about it there; or, if you do, it can only 
be to deny ſuch a doctrine and expoſe its falacy, 
But let us ſee if this be fact. 


Paul tells his fon Timothy, (2 Tim. i: 10.) 
*© That life and immortality are brought to 
light by the goſpel.” The L1rs of what? Mat- 
ter? The 1MMoRTALITY of what? plants and 
brutes ? Is this the meaning of the inſpired wri- 
ter? Is this the ground on which the perſecuted 
Apoſtle triumphed in the face of his enemies? 
Oh ! © the oppoſition of ſcience falſely ſo cal- 
led !” The ſame apoſtle ſays, Wx are abſent 
from the body and preſent with the LORD. 
(2 Cor. v. 8.) WHar is abſent from the body ? 
Is the body abſent from itſelf ? If there be any 
meaning in the words, it ſeems plainly to be this: 
« Man has an immaterial Soul, capable of con- 
ſciouſneſs and action when the body is in the 
grave; and, that when a believer in Chriſt is 
called from time, his Soul is preſent with the 
Lord; is conſcious of and really enjoys the 
bleſſedneſs which flows from his glorious pre- 
fence.” The Sadduces, you remember, were 
one with the Doctor They were materialiſts, 
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(Acts xxiii. 8.) Being excited by curioſity, a 
deſire of inſtruction, or ſomewhat elſe; they 
applied to Chriſt for his opinion on the queſtion; 
and produced, as they thought, a caſe in point. 
The Lord Jeſus Chriſt opened the bufineſs with 
telling them, they ERRED through ignorance 
of the ſcriptures and the power of God; and 
then gives his deciſion. Mark his words. Have 
ye not read that which was ſpoken unto you by 
G00, ſaying, I am the God of Abraham, and 
the God of Iſaac, and the God of Jacob? God 
is not the God of the DEAD but of the LIVIxG.“ 
(Matt. xxii. 23—32.) Were candid common 
ſenſe to judge of this evidence, it would appear 
ſufficient to prove that man has a ſeparate, con- 
ſcious ſtate of exiſtence, when his body is in 
the grave ; and that therefore he muſt poſſeſs an 
immaterial ſoul to be capable of it. You know 
our Lord ſaid to the thief, when on the croſs ; 
« This day thou ſhalt be with me in paradiſe.” 
(Luke xxiii. 43.) What, is paradiſe only a ſtate 
of inſenſibility, inaction, and unconſciouſneſs ! 
A truly gracious promiſe this, ſurely, to ſupport 
the hopes of a dying criminal! A moſt glorious 
ſtate, beyond a doubt, to which the mighty and 
mereiful Redeemer was to be reduced! Can a 
ſober unprejudiced mind receive ſuch doctrine ! 
From theſe paſſages it is manifeſt, however, that 
the doctrine of a ſeparate ſtate is NOT totally 
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repugnant to Reyelation, nor ENTIRELY. unknown 
in the Scriptures. If the Doctor would oblige 
vou, and maintain his own hy potheſis, he muſt 
either prove that theſe paſſages are no part of 
Scripture, | or reconcile them to his ſyſtem, or 
confeſs he has aſſerted too much in haſte. Reaſon 
and Revelation inform us, that God is a good, 
a juſt, a holy Being, and that man is a moral 
agent; and, we think, that vital Religion carries 
this truth forward to. demonſtration. But if it 
can be proved that man is wholly mortal, and 
that when he dies, he ceaſes to be a conſcious 
active being; I think it will follow that there is 
neither religion, revelation, reaſon nor a juſt and 
holy God in being. If it can be made appear 
that a univerſal blank may cover the Soul of man 
for four or five thouſand years, will it not be eaſy 
to prove that he never was, and that he never will 
be, a pereipient ſelf motive free agent? The 
ſeriptures have frequently aſſerted, in the moſt 
peremptory ſtyle, the certainty and ſolemnity of a 
future, final judgement. This the Doctor alſo 
believes. (Letters, p. 6.) If therefore he would 
wiſh us to be his diſciples, he will favor us with 
his beſt thoughts on the following queries 
WHY. ſhould a day of judgement be fixed for 
MAX? Are dogs, and plants, and magnets, the 
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feriptures,' that Chriſt is properly a man — a mere 
man like ourſelves, naturally poſſeſſed of no other 
powers than other men have. God is the Author” 
of his being only in the ſame ſenſe in which be is 
the Author of being to all men.“ (Pref. p. 2, 8, 
10. Lett, p. 81.) Is it not ſomewhat peculiar, 
that we ſhould form ideas ſo widely different, and 
thaton the ſame evidence? That Chriſt is properly 
a frian{we as firmly believe as the Doctor, but we 
cannot be perſuaded to ſtop there, 'Having our! 
guide in our hands, we proceed to far higher and 
nobler views of Jeſus the Son of God. In the 
ſcriptures it is declared of him, that he is © The 
SON of God—The Son of the Livixo God 
His OWN Son—His only PEGOTTEN Son. oe 


* Dr. Abbadie, On the Deity of Cri. Sold by J. Johnſon, $t, 
Paul's Church- yard. If the Socinians are willing to convince us, 
that they wiſh to enter into the buſineſs like candid enquirers after 
truth, let them ſhew us, on ſcripture authority, the fallacy, of this 
Author” $ arguments, ang we will believe, 
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If God be the Father of Chriſt only ia the 
ſame ſenſe in which he is the Father of all men, 
this language is nugatory and uſeleſs; in ſhort, 
it is an inſult on our common ſenſe. Will 
à ſober unbiafſed reader imagine, that the 
language of heaven is ſo equivocal ? The 
Doctor ſays, © The term Father is perfectly 
correlative to the term Son ;” and, I will add, 
they take their riſe in NATURE not from "office. 
By office, Chriſt is the Seryant, but he is the Son 
of God by nature. A Son and Servant may 
very properly meet in the ſame perſon; and, if 
it may exiſt among men, it ſhould teach us to 
be cautious how we charge it with abſurdity in 
the conduct of Jehovah. Immediately after Saul 
of Tarſus was converted, he preached Chriſt in 
the ſynagogues at Damaſcus, © That he is THE 
Sox or Gop.“ (Acts ix. 20.) Can any man ſup- 
poſe that Paul meant no more, than that Chriſt 
is a mere man like ourſelves? No language 
ſurely, were that the whole of his meaning, can 
be more effectually calculated to deceive. But 
let us hear, the. Savior himſelf on this point. 
© No-one knows who the Son is, but the Father; 
and who the Father is, but the Son, and he to 
whom the Son will reveal him. As the Father 
knoweth me, even ſo know I the Father.” (Luke 
X. 22, John x. 15.) If the Doctor can make 
theſe declarations comport with the idea of a 
MER 
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MERE MAN ſpeaking of his Maker, let him favor 
you with the diſcovery. If the Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt be but a man LIKE HIMSELF, he ought to 
give you the preciſe. meaning of [theſe words; 
and to tell you why he himſelf dare not adopt 
them as well as Chriſt, From this teſtimony, I 
apprehend, it is ſafe to conclude, that the know- 
ledge of the Father and the Son is, ſtrictly ſpeak- 
ng, reciprocal, both in nature and degree; 
i. e. abſolutely perfect and comprehenſive. What 
ever knowledge a being may poſſeſs can never 
exceed his capacity for knowing —a mere man 
like ourſelves cannot have a perfect comprehen- 
five knowledge of God: But the Son's know- 
ledge of the Father is perfectly commenſurate 
to the Father's knowledge of the Son. You can 
draw the concluſion. All the Churches ſhall 
know that I am he who ſearcheth the 'reins and 
hearts: and I will give unto every one of you 
according to your works.” (Rev. ii. 23.) That: 
the Speaker, here, is the glorious Redeemer, 
will not be diſputed ; but can Dr. P. or any 
creature, adopt this language without the boldeſt 
arrogance and higheſt blaſphemy ? © WE 
two or three are gathered together in my name, 
THERE am I in the midſt of them.” (Matt. 
Xviii. 20.) Is this the language of a mere man 
like ourſelves ?. Is it not rather the declaration 
of the great immenſe Jehovah ? I think our 
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Crvitians inform us, that the validity of evi- 
dence does not conſiſt in the number but the 
competency of the witneſſes. Let the Doctor 


apply that rule in the preſent caſe; and A 
win ſoon ſee the reſult. 2 


a The edncatacrdats of - Chriſt is alſo denied. 
(Lett. p. 5, 6. Pref. p. 8.) Indeed, as to his 
human nature, we ſee no ſcripture authority for 
believing” it; but we ſtill think there is ſuffici- 
ent evidence for believing the exiſtence of his 
divine nature, bath before his incarnation and 
before the creation of the world. When the 
Author to the Hebrews ſpeaks of his Incarnation 
he ſays; „He rok not on him the nature of 
angels, BUT he Took on him the feed of Abra- 
ham.“ (Heb. ii. 16.) Now Whether you under- 
ſtand by the ſeed of Abraham, merely a human 

body, or human nature, that is, body and Soul, 
which ſeems the ſeripture ſenſe, (Gal. iii. 16.) yet, 
either way, you have a moſt manifeſt proof of - a: 
pre-exiſting agent who voluntarily aſſumed it; 
and that aſſuming agent is declared to be, The. 
Son of God.“ The ſame apoſtle tells you that, 
By. Chriſt all things were created that are in hea- 
ven,. and that are in earth And that he IS BETORE 
att things,” and that by him all things coxs1isr.“ 
(Col. i. 16, 17.) This would be ab awkward ex- 
re indeed, if he had no exiſtence before he- 
* was 
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was born of the virgin Marys. Then the effect 
would exiſt, before the cauſe, with a witneſs.: The 
Lord ſaid to Moſes, when he ſent him into Egypt 
«, Go and tell the people, I AM hath ſent, me 
unto you.” (Exod. iii. 14.) And our Lord, When 
ſpeaking to the Jews on a certain occaſion, ſays, 
« BEFORE Abraham was I AM.” (John viii. 58.) 
I would beg leave to aſk, here, what is the pre- 
ciſe difference, if there be any, between the 
meaning of, I am, in the mouth of Jeſus to the 
Jews, and of Jehovah to Moſes? If it meant the 
eternal exiſtence of the ſpeaker, à priori, in THIS 
paſſage, why not in THAT? That the Jews under- 
ſtood it ſo is abundantly evident from their 
conduct; but, on the ſuppoſition before us, they 
were more childiſh than their boys at ſchool. 
That they were ſufficiently ignorant and preju- 
diced cannot be denied; but they were not 
deſtitute of common ſenſe : Yet to attempt to 
ſtone a perſon for ſaying vorn ING, Can be little ſhort 
of madneſs. But there is ſomewhat worle than 
this behind. According to Dr. P. miſtaken, as 
they were, there the Son of God left them, with- 
* Reſpecting me mirbeulous conception of Chriſt, yon may receive” 
or reje& it, . without any impeachment of your faith or character 38 
A. chriſtian,” (Lotte p. 132.) Admipable, indeed ! Faith, or no 
faith, you are the ſame character | ſtill a chriſtian ! If one doctrine 
of the bible may be thus treated, for the ſame reaſon you may treat 


the whole ſo---And, yet it ſeems; be as good a clyiſtian when. you 
. reje& the bible as when you receive it! Chriſtianity, without Chriſt ! 


out 
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out the leaſt attempt to exculpate himſelf, or 
point out their error. The pre-exiſtence of Chriſt, 
to a candid unbiaſſed enquirer, in my humble 
opinion, would be fully eſtabliſhed, by conſidering 
the following evidence, In his laſt prayer with his 
diſciples, he ſays to his Father; “ Glorify thou 
me with the Glory I had with thee before the 
world was.” (John, xvii. 5.) Without ſtaying to 
inveſtigate the full import of theſe remarkable 
words, it ſeems very evident that our Lord could 
mean nothing leſs than a plain declaration of 
his glorious exiſtence with the Father before the 
world began. I am Alpha and Omega, the 
beginning and the end, the firſt and the laſt,” 
(Rev. xxii. 13. comp. ch. 1: 8, 11. xxi. 6.) And, 
let me add, (John i. 1.) In the beginning was 
the Word, and the Word was with God, and the 
Word was God.“ I do not think it raſh to aſſert, 
that this language can never agree to a creature, 
in any poſſible ſtate of exiſtence; and yet it be- 
longs to the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, it belongs to the 
true and eternal God. However, theſe few paſ- 
ſages are ſubmitted to the conſideration of the 
Doctor, who tells you that, © The pre- exiſtence 
of Chriſt is a notion that is without foundation 
both in reaſon and the ſcriptures, and was never 
taught by the Apoſtles of Chriſt.” (Lett. p. 60.) 
He further obſerves, that 


« Urita- 
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« Unitarlaniſm is the doctrine of the ſcriptures 
that, The apoſtles taught not the divinity of 
Chriſt.“ (Pref. 8. 10. Lett. p. 60. 1.) But, on 
the contrary, They taught the unitarian doc- 
trine.“ (Lett. p. 4.) That the unbelieving Jews 
conſidered Chriſt as a mere man, is no vonder; 
for they were ignorant of the ſcriptures : But that 
they continued to do ſo after they were converted 
to chriſtianity, wants proof. If the Doctor will 
direct us to the text of ſcripture which declares, 
or implies it, we will readily conſider it. This 
ſhould be done before he expects our credit, That 
the apoſtles ſpake of Chriſt as a man is not at all 
ſtrange, for ſuch he was; but to ſay they never 
ſpoke of him in a higher character, is alſo equally 
deſtitute of proof; nor can it be reaſonably expected 
that we ſhould receive the aſſertion without evi- 
dence. I ſuppoſe it will be allowed that the 
commiſſion for Baptiſm makes a part of ſcripture, 
(Matt. xxviii. 19.) Does that text confirm the 
unitarian ſentiment? To be quite uniform, a 
gentleman of this opinion ſhould ſay, at the admi- 
niſtration of that - ordinance, NOT, *« I baptize 
thee in the name of the Father, and of the Son, 
and of the Holy Ghoſt ; BUT, I baptize thee 
1 of the one true God the Father * for 

the other parts ſtand for nothing, Such, according 
to our Author, was the deſultory, unmeaning lan- 
guage of the Son of God! The great apoſtle of 
* F the 
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the Gentiles trod in his maſter's ſteps, ** The grace 
of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and: the love of God, 
and the communion of the Holy Ghoſt, be-with 
you all, Amen.“ (2 Cor. xiii, 14.) On the Soci- 
nian hypotheſis, he only meant to ſay, The good 
will of the one true God the Father, be amongſt 
you all.“ If this be not trifling with words I muſt 
confeſs I do not know what deſerves the name. It is 
true, Paul ſays that Chriſt “ is the image of the 
inviſible God.“ (Col. i. 15.) What then? Does 
this prove that the Son is eſſentially inferior to the 
Father? Is not a Son the image of his Father in 
every natural perfection? Hence the Savior ſays, 
4 ALL things that the Father hath are mine.” 
(John xvi. 15.) If the Socinians can prove that 
there is a NATURAL 1NFER10R1TY in the Son 
to the Father as a Son, let them do it; but if not, 
it will remain till a truth that though the Redee- 
mer, in his divine nature, be the image of God, 
and ſo perſonally diſtinct from the Father; yet 
they are truly and properly one in every divine 
perfection. The nature of the Deity is inviſible ; 
but the Son being in the boſom of the Father, 
(John i. 18.) perfectly knows and has revealed 
him to us. That is the Son, by his incarnation, 
has graciouſly diſplayed his glorious perſections 
and counſels to the ſons of men, Did not the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt SO call God his Father, and 
SO aſſert his uxiTyY with him, (John v. 18. 

5 X. 


1 99 J] 


x. 30) as that che Jews moſt evidently underſtood 
to claim £QUALITY with God? | Aſſuredly he did. 
And when they received that idea and ated upon 
it; did he take any ſtep to inform them that they 
miſunderſtood him? Not the leaſt, So far was he 
then from being that very good man the Socinians 
would have us ſappoſe him, that on their princi- 
ples, it is impoſſible to Ow him from _ W 
an . | 


© WG ans fvcted with a eriieifn- on \ es Greek: 
pronoun which is uſed of the Looos, or word, in 
John's goſpel. ' (Ch. i. 1.) This pronoun, it 
ſeems, is applied to THINGS as well: as PERSONS; 
and therefore the Woa p, or Locos, is not à per- 
ſon, but a property or attribute of the Father, or 
the reaſon of God. (Lett. p. 7, 8. 66, 7. 72. 
161, 2.) Muſt this ſaid pronoun, becauſe it is 


ſometimes applied to things; be hevetf demonſtra- 


tive of a perſon.? If in any place it may be per- 
ſonal, why not here? And, if not here, why in 
any other paſſage ? We expect a, reaſon, Sup- 
poſe, for a moment, we allow. the remark—Let 
us ſee the event, “ In the beginning was the 
PROPERTY of God, and the aTTRIBUTE of God 
was with God, and the reaſon of God was God. 
This attribute came unto his own, and his own 
received him not. But as many as received this 
property of God, to them he. gave power to be- 
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come the Sons of God, even to them that believe 
on his name.“ (John i. 1, 11, 12.) Is this ſenſe 
of - theſe paſſages worthy an inſpired writer *? 
Can it meet the ſober reaſon of Dr. P. or the 
common ſenſe of any man? Was it ever known 
that a. property. or attribute became incarnate ? 
But the Loos did—(John i. 14.) 1s a divine 
attribute or property ever called the Son of God ? 
But the Logos is. (John i. 18. 1 John iii. 8.) 
Let us ſubſtitute theſe terms and ſee how they will 
read. Not that any one hath ſeen the Father, 
ſave he who is of God; this PpRo ER TY hath 
ſeen the Father. (John vi. 46.) This ATTRI- 
BUTE brought them out, after that he had ſhewed 
wonders and, ſigns in the land of Egypt This 
REASON, of God, is that Moſes, who ſaid ynto 
the children of Iſrael, A prophet ſhall the Lord 
your God raiſe up unto you of your brethren, like 
unto me; him ſhall ye hear. This PROPER Tr is 
he that was in the church in the wilderneſs, with 
the angel who ſpake to him in the mount Sinai, 
' ® You are to recollect, that our Doftor objects to the inſpiration of 
the New Teſtament Wk1TERs ; they are fimply H15TORIANS. (Lett, 
p- 132+) For the ſame reaſon he might object to the Old Teſtament 
writers ; and, then farewell, the Bible, How the BOOK can be 
lecelved as divinely inſpired, while the inſpiration of the warTERs 
of it is denied, I-. muſt leave with the learned to anſwer. But 
ſtill, as Jong as I conſider him an honeſt man, I am obliged to belieye 
his reception of the bible as the word of God ; becauſe 1 hare 


HEARD him openly avow his doing wit And 1 am not Nen to 
queſtion kis INTEGRITY, | „ GO 
and 


Ew I] 
and witk our Fathers (Acts vii. 36, 7, 8.) Open- 
ing and alledging that Chriſt muſt needs have 
ſuffered, and riſen again from the dead; and that 
this AT TRIBUTE, this Jeſus, whom I preach 
unto you, is Chnſt—(xvii: 3.) God that made 
the world and all things therein, ſeeing that this 
PROPERTY is Lord of heaven and earth, dwel- 
leth not in temples: made with hands, Cc. (ver. 
24.) We are in him that is true, in his Son Jeſus 
Chriſt; + This ATTRIBUTE is the true God and 
eternal life.“ (John v. 20.) Let this ſuffice. Cri- 
ticiſm is truly valuable when it throws light upon 
an obſcure paſſage, or helps to underſtand an ani 
biguous ſentence in an author 3 but When it ren. 
ders plain language equivocal and--uncertain it is 
28 truly deſpicable. I have applied the preſent 
piece of critical knowledge in theſe fe caſes out 
of many, chat you may lit of its North * 
4 de ie T5) bang fe £19 
1 | a 

When you addreſs RELIGIOUS WORSHIP to the 
Lined Jeſus Chriſt, you are told that ſuch conduct 
is deſticute both of precept and example. (Lett. 
p. 4, 5.) Suppoſe we read Heb. i. 6,—** When 
he bringeth in the firſt begotten into the world he 
fays, And let all the Angels of God worſhip 
bim.“ It muſt be proved that religious worſhip 
is not here deſigned, ot᷑ that the firlt begotten does 
not mean the Lord An Chriſt; or Dr. P. will 
appear 
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appear to be miſtaken. © All men are con- 
MANDED to honor the Son even as they honor 
the Father“ — (John v. 23.) The honor to be 
given to Father and Son being equal, is an evi- 
dence of the ſameneſs of nature; and if religi- 
ous worſhip be not here enjoined to be rendered 
to the Son, no more is it to the Father, and vice 
verſa, A diviſion in the DEGREE, deſtroys the 
NATURE of truly religious worſhip, If it be not 
ſupreme, it is none at all. As. to zxameLEs of 
worſhipping the Savior they abound. I ſhall cite 
but few. To all that be in Rome, beloved of 
God, called to be ſaints: Grace to you, and 
peace from God our Father, and the Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt.” (Rom. i. 5.) See alſo, Rev. i. 5, 6. 
% To him who loved us and waſhed us from our 

| fins in his own blood to him be glory and do- 
minion for ever and ever. Amen.“ Either 
prayer and praiſe are not acts of religious worſhip ; 
or, being equally addreſſed to the Son as to the 
Father, they prove the eſſential equality of both. 
You hear that * the Father aLow is to be conſi- 
dered as GOD, and the ſole object of worſhip 
EXCLUSIVELY of the Son or of the Spirit. (Lett. 
p. 108.) Whether the Father be excluſively the 
object of worſhip we have juſt obſerved ; and 
that he is as excluſively GOD, is as void of truth, 

J readily own, that ſometimes the term Gop is 
uſed of the Father diſtintly—again it is the 
, name 
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name of a NAruxE- then it is uſed of the holy 
Spirit —and of the Son. With a view to the laſt 
I ſhall mention a text or two. The language of 
Thomas the Apoſtle to his riſen Maſter (John 
xx. 28.) was either an act of piety, or of impiety. 
If it was merely an exclamation of ſurprize, 
ariſing from a conviction of the reality of Chriſt's 
reſurrection, it appears to be an act of impiety, 
becauſe it was taking the name of God in vain. 
And ſhall ſuch an act paſs unreproved by the 
Lord ? It was fo far from being reproved, that it 
was acceptable; and therefore ought to be conſi- 
dered by us as expreſſive both of his lively faith 


and joyful confidence in a riſen Jeſus, as the. 


LORD nis GOD. Paul's aſſertion alſo, (Rom. 
ix. g.) maugre all the twiſting efforts of critics, 
ſtands an invincible evidence both of the proper 
Deity and real humanity of the Son of God. 
« Whoſe are the Fathers, and of whom, as con- 
cerning the fleſh, Chriſt came; who is over all, 
GoD BLESSED FOR EVER. Amen.” A declara- 
tion not the leſs clear becauſe it is _ But 
unto the Son,” the Father ſaith, Thy throne, 


O God, is for ever and ever ; a ſceptre of righte- 
ouſneſs is the ſceptre of thy kingdom.” (Heb. 
i. 8.) Thoſe who are diſpoſed may try their ſkill 
with this paſſage and ſee what ſenſe they can make 
it ſpeak, when the Deity of Chriſt is out of the 
queſtion. If the term GOD be deſcriptive of true 

; Divinity 
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Divinity in the Father, and will prove him to be 
an object of religious worſhip; from the texts juſt. 
cited we ſhould conclude the ſame of the Son, 
were there no other evidence of it in all the bible, 
The repeated and multiform & efforts of Devils 
and Men to exclude from our Creed the true and 
proper Deity of Jeſus the Son of God is, to me, 
more than a preſumptive argument in its favor; 
and, ever will be ſo, until it can be proved, that it 
is the real deſign and ardent deſire of, both to eſta- 
bliſh the knowledge and worſhip and enjoyment of 
God on this true and real ground; and to purify 
mankind from ail the ſpots of fin. Truth is one, 
and its tendency is for ever the ſame ; but Error, 
like a crouching ſycophant, becomes obſequious 
to every purpoſe its abettors pleaſe. 


V. Various have been the devices of men reſ- 
petting Redemption, as well as the Redeemer ; 
but equally vain and fooliſh. On this ſubject it is 
queried, © Whatever may be meant by the RE 
DEMPTION OF THE WORLD, Is not the being who 
made it equal to it?“ Yes; he is, and he ONLY 


® Though the oppoſers of the Deity of Chriſt widely vary in the 
manner of their attack, yet they all agree in the main deſign, Had 
it been an error, ſurely it muſt have been expelled from the chriſtian 
church long before now. Had it not been an impregnable fortreſs, it 
muſt have ſurrendered to the united attempts of ſtratagem and ſtorm- 
But even its outworks ate as firm as ever, | 


cc If 
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« If his creatures offend him, and by repentance 
and reformation become the proper objects of his 
forgiveneſs” This they cannot be, by reforma- 
tion and repentance z for, if they could, that would 
ſuperſede Redemption+ ; but, ſuppoſe they could, 
« Is it not more natural to ſuppoſe that he has 
WITHIN HIMSELF, a power of forgiving them, 

and of reſtoring them to his favor, without the 
| ſtrange expedient of another perſon, fully equal to 
himſelf, condeſcending to animate a human body, 
and dying for us?“ It may be MORE NATURAL in 
the eſteem of a fallen creature; but it would appear 


to be highly unNnaTURAL had we right concep- 


tions of the Law and Juſtice of God, It is added, 
« We never think of any ſimilar expedient in order 
to forgive, with the greateſt propriety and effect, 
offences committed by our children againſt us.“ 
(Lett. p. 86) We do not act ſuch a part towards 
our children, and therefore it is unnatural tor the 
great Governor of the world to do ſo towards his 
creatures*, Our conduct being a ſure, an equi- 


+ It would be as worthy of God to ſuppoſe that he could forgive 
his offending creatures wiTHOUT the conſideration of repentance 
and reformation as WITH it. 


Are children pH NN on their Parents for being and bleſſed- 
neſs ? Ale they, as moral agents, eventually AMENABLE at the bar 
of their Parents with a view to everlaſting miſery or glory? If not, 
the compariſon is impertinent; and the preſent application of it is 
fallacious and deluſive. | 
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table, an all- ſufficient rule for him! Such, it ſeems, 
is the Redemption of paiLosoPAHY ! Let us com- 
pare it with the bible. The volume of inſpiration 
moſt clearly and expreſsly informs us, that Chriſt 
hath once, in the end of the world appeared, to 
put away fin, by THE SACRIFICE OF HIMSELF— 
(Heb. ix. 26.) That he cave HIMSELF for us, 
that he might redeem us from all iniquity, and 
purify to himſelf a peculiar people, zealous of 
good works—( Tit. ii. 14.) That in him we have 
redemption through his blood, the forgiveneſs of 
fins, according to the riches of his grace” —(Eph. 
i. 7.) But Dr. P. ſays it is more natural for us to 
be forgiven on the ground of ou repentance and 
reformation, The Lord Jeſus Chriſt very openly 
declares, ** ] am the way, and the truth, and the 
life: no man cometh to the Father, but by me.” 
(John. xiv. 6.) But philoſophy, in her ſuperior 
wiſdom aſſerts, * We can come to the Father by 
our reformation and repentance.* The faithful and 
rrue witneſs teſtifies, in the moſt unequivocal lan- 
guage, reſpecting himſelf as the ſavior of ſinners, 
„No man can come to me, except. the Father, 
who hath ſeat me, draw him, Every man there- 
fore that hath heard and learned of the Father 
cometh unto me.” (John vi. 44; f.) But our 
Author ſuperſedes this alſo by telling us, that our 
repentance and reformation are effectual for all che: 
purpoſes 
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purpoſes of forgiveneſs and redemption, It would 
be well for the world if Dr. P. were the only man 
who ſubſtituted the repentance and obedience of a 
ſinner in the room of the perſon, blood, and righ- 
teouſneſs of the Son of God, for ſalvation, But, 
alas! it is a prevailing evil! 


The MacniTuDpE of fin is to be eftimated, not 
from the offender; but the infinite Majeſty of the 
offended, The waTuRE of it is aſcertained, not 
from the relation of a parent to his child; but 
from the glory of the Lawgiver, the rectitude of 
his law, and the dependent ſtate of the creature. 
The okszRr of fin is only to be found in the 
ſanctions of the Law whoſe authority is inſulted 
by it. A moment's reflection will ſhew us there. 
fore, that while God is infinite in glory and 
Majeſty, while his Law is righteous and his 
Juſtice the guardian of his throne, nothing leſs 
than death, in the ſenſe of ſcripture, can be the 
wages of ſin; and therefore the ſinner can, BY no 
MEANS fave himſelf. A culprit-under ſentence of 
death might as well flatter himſelf that the Law 
he has violated will be honared and ſatisfied while 
he lives and deſpiſes the Lawgiver, as for the 
Doctor to ſuppoſe that nis repentance and refor- 
mation, on fin committed, will recommend him 
to the favor of a holy and righteous God, Becauſe 

| G 2 | (1) Re- 
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(i) Reformation, obedience, or good works (uſe 
which expreſſion you pleaſe) is the fruit of faith. 
and repentance ; ſeeing faith and repentance are 
the gifts and graces of the Spirit through the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt. They are tokens of covenant 
Love; and, as ſuch, are parts and bleſſings of 
the eternal Redemption already obtained, for his 
people, by the Son of God. And every one 
knows that bleſſings of grace cannot be UERT ro- 
RIOUS works, Becauſe, (2) Our works are not 
PERFECT 3 and the Law denounces a curſe on every 
failure' whatever. (Gal. iii. 10. James ii. 10.) Be- 
cauſe ( 3) Suppoſing them to be ſo in future, they 
are no SATISFACTION for paſt offences, Hence the 
ſcripture declares that, without ſhedding of 
blood there is no remiſſion—That © Chriſt is the 
end of the Law for righteouſneſs to every one 
that believeth—And, that he pIED for our offen- 
ces and roſe again for our Juſtification.” (Heb, 
ix. 22. Rom. x. 4. iv. 24. f.) And, becauſe (4) 
The ſuppoſition is contrary to the expreſs teſti- 
mony of God in his word. By the deeds of the 
law there ſhall no fleſh be juſtified in his ſight, 
By grace are ye ſaved through faith; and that not 
of yourſelves: It is the gilt of God: Not of 
works, leſt any man ſhould boaſt.” (Rom. iii. 20. 
Eph. ii. 8, 9.) God has, as the Doctor very juſtly 
oblervce, Wir mx HIMSELF, the power of forgives 
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neſs; and therefore the ſacred records aſſure us 
chat the bleſſing is beſtowed through the blood of 
Chriſt. He has alſo, within himſelf, the trueſt 
ideas of the magnitude and deſert of ſin, of his 
own infinite Nature and righteous Government; 
from himſelf therefore muſt proceed the way, the 
only ſafe and honorable way, of maintaining; his 
own character and ſaving his choſen people. Of all 
theſe important truths he hath ſufficiently infor- 
med us in the book of his revealed will. In the 
fulneſs of time God ſent forth his Son made of a 
woman, made under the law, to redeem. them 
that were under the law, that we might receive 
the adoption of Sons. (Gal. iv. 4, 5.) God was in 
Chriſt reconciling the world to himſelf, not impu- 
ting their treſpaſſes 'unto them.“ (2 Cor. v. ig.) 
In all theſe diſplays of ſovereign grace you have 
a moſt ſtupendous manifeſtation of the divine wiſ- 
dom and prudence, (Eph. i. 8.) In every work 
of God he chooſes, of all poſſible means, the 
propereſt and beſt to compaſs the end before him, 
All his deſigns diſcover his unbounded and never 
failing wiſdom in adjuſting the means to the end 
but, in nothing more, than the redemption-of 
his church, by the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, - the Son of 
His nature and love. 
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„ Here, in thy Goſpel's wond'rous frame, 
. Freſh WisDoM we purſue ; | 

A thouſand Angels learn thy Name, 

| Beyond whate er they knew. 


Thy Name is writ in faireſt lines, 
Thy Wonders here we trace: 8 
Wisponx through all the Myſtery ſhines, 
And ſhines in JIꝝsus' Face. 8 
T be Law its beſt Obedience owes 
2 To our i incarnate GOD! | 
And thy revenging Juſtice ſhows 
as Its Honors i in dis Blood.” 3 


Wars. 
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Should the Doctor be determined to abide by 


his preſent creed, he will be ſo friendly as to 


point out the errors of ours; and, in order effec- 
tually to do ſo, he has to prove, either that 
the paſſages before quoted are not the word of 
God —or that we have miſtaken their ſenſe and 
falſly applied them —or that it is a greater mark 
of-wiſdom and glory in the ſupreme Governor of 
the world, to paſs by ſin and make ſinners happy 


let them live as they liſt; than it is for him to 
guard his own rights and character by avenging, 


in any form, the inſults offered him by rebelling 
creatures. Should you be told that the language 


of theſe texts is only figurative and to be taken 
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in a qualified, not à true, real and proper ſenſe”; 
you may inform the Doctor if you pleaſe, that we 
are ready to meet on that ground alſo, and to 
accompany him through the ſubje& ; becauſe we 
are prepared to prove that, on his hypotheſis, 
there can be no rule of moral e ras - 
no ln, or offence NR Goo: | 


vi. After ſuch an account of en you 


will not be ſurpriſed at the following queſtion. 


« Whatever you ſuppoſe to be the uſe of a THIRD 
PERSON in the Trinity, is not the influence of the 
firſt perſon ſufficient for that alſo ?” (Lett. p. 86.) 
We anſwer, NO—for, had that been the caſe, the 
' ſcriptures would have been ſilent reſpecting the 
third perſon and his ſacred Operations, But, muſt 
the third perſon in the bleſſed Trinity be uſeleſs 
in the work of ſalvation, becauſe Dr. P. thinks he 
is! Rather let us turn to the word of God, and 
there we ſhall find inſtruction. On reading my 
bible I find a perſon ſent by the Father and the 
Son, (John xiv. 26.-xv. 26-xvi. 7.) not only to 
empower the apoſtles to work miracles, but to be 
IN and ABIDE wir his church for ever. This 
perſon we call the third perſon in the Trinity; for, 
it is manifeſt he is neither the Father, nor the 


Son, but perſonally diſtin from each. The us 


of this perſon, to adopt the doctor's term, in the 
| WORLD, 
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WORLD is, To convince of ſin, of righteouſ- 
neſs, and of judgement to come. (John xvi. 8.) 
May Dr. P. be intereſled in this important bleſ- 
ſing! It is by his omnipotent energy that dead 
finners are quickened ; i. e. regenerated and born 
again. Hence they are ſaid to be“ born of the 
Spigir.“ (John ili. 6.) to teſtify his perſonality z 
and “ born of Gop,” (John iii. 9.) to atteſt his 
almighty efficiency : And therefore he is called 
© The ſpirit of LIFE in Chriſt Jeſus.” (Rom, viii. 3.) 
It is by his ſacred influence and operation that the 
renewed ſoul is SANCTIFIED for the grand pur- 
poſes of grace in time and final glory in eternity, 
(Compare 1 Theſs. v. 23. 2 Theſs. ii. 13. 1 Peter 
i. 2.) His vsz in the chriſtian church is, on the 
fame authority, © To comrorT his people—to 
LEAD them into all truth—to sHEw them the 
things of Chriſt—ro Err their infirmities in 
prayer—to WITNESS their adoption into the fa- 
mily of heaven—to sEAL them to the day of 
redemption—in a word, to be an EARNEST of 
their inheritance, till the redemption of the pur- 
chaſed Poſſeſſion, to the praiſe of his glory.“ It 
matters nothing to deny theſe glorious truths, 
unleſs they can be refuted : And, if they can, 
let it be done. I have once uſed the term vir AL 
Religion, as you will recollect; and, what I 
mean by it, I have now faid; for it is this, and 
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vn. There is an \ Wein i alſo to the admiſſion 
of INEXPLICABLE MYSTERIES.” (Lett. p. 88.) 
The doctrine of the Trinity being conſidered of 
that number we are wiſhed to expunge it. On 
this part of the ſubject I ſhall only wiſh you to 
read, for the preſent, the following texts. Go 
ye and teach all nations, baptizing them, in the 
name of the FaTHER, and of the Sox, and of 


the HoLy Gnosr. (Matt. xxviii. 19.) The grace 


of the Lord JESUS CHRIST, and the love Gop, 
and the communion of the Hol v Ghost be with 
you all. Amen.“ (2 Cor. ult.) Here it muſt be 
proved that BayTisM and PRAveR are not acts of 
religious worſhip'; or, I think it will follow, that 
the Father, Son, and Spirit, though perſonally 


diſtin&, are nevertheleſs the one true GOD. 1 
ſuppoſe it will be allowed that MoRAL evil is in 


the world. Permit me to enquire ; Is that ſubject 
completely underſtood by any man? Is not the 
introduction * ſin an 1 inexplicable myſtery ? 


Were the Door. lef acquainted with experi- 

mental Philoſophy we might be tempted, in 
candor, to impute his objection to myſteries, to 
his ignorance. But what ſhall we ſay now ? Has 
N a Nees idea of matter ? Can he fully explain 
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the doftrines of a DHESION, | ATTRACTION, and 
* @RAVITATION? Has he explored the depth. of 
matter in Moro? Is there nothing hid from 
him? Nothing that ſurpaſſes his comprehenſi ve 
faculty ? He will not ſay, it. — In this queſtion 
two things may be ſafely allowed you : That the 
Cauſe is ſuprrior to and more perſect than its Ef- 
ſect; and, that the Effect has unfathomable depths 
for the higheſt attainmeats of Philoſophy. Thoſe 
who refuſe to grant you thee things muſt wiſh to 
make you believe one of theſe poſitions : Either 
(1) That they have infinite knowledge, and 
therefore nothing exceeds their capacity of under- 
ſtanding ; or (2) That they have vor infinite 
underſtanding, and therefore. there is no infinite 
knowledge. But, how ridiculous are theſe preten- 
ſions in a creature, who does not underſtand how 
the ſmalleſt blade of graſs ſprings up and goes on 
to its maturity! Does this mighty man apply the 
power, or is it his knowledge, by which vzce- 
TATION. is effected! An argument from the leſs 
to the greater, when properly applied, is always 
conſidered ſubſtantial and invincible. Let ſuch as 
chooſe it apply the preſent, There muſt, of neceſ- 
| ſity, be inexplicable mylteries, till creatures have 
infinite underſtandings z and the man who expels 
them from his creed, muſt have no creed at all 
be muſt be, in effect, a downright aTHersT, And 
then he will be involved im more impenetrable 
| daikneſs 


1 5 

darkneſs than before. Natural as well as revealed 
Religion muſt be-a ſtranger to that breaſt. Infinite 
underſtanding neceſſarily implies an infinite Na- 
ture; and it is no greater myſtery for that nature 
to comprize the perſons of Father, Son, and 
Spirit, than the perſon” of the Father ' only ; be- 
cauſe, PERSONAL diſtinction does not ſuppoſe, 
much leſs prove, a” MATOURAL difference; aid 
becauſe real myſtery admits of no degrees. Argul 
ments of this kind, that will diſprove the! being 


of the Trinity, will alſo diſprove the being 


of God, or an infinite Nature; becauſe neither 
the one nor che 01 ever addteſſed to our 
UNDERSTANDINOS veſtigation'atid compte- 
henſion, but to our FarTn for cordial' reception 
and reverend regard. It is a queſtion! of fact and 
not of experiment. The ſame works, perfections, 
and worſhip, neceſſarily infer and prove the ſame 
nature; and theſe have been ſhewn again and 


again to belong, and are EQUALLY” afcribed, to 


Father, Son, and Spirit, as you may read and un- 
derſtand; and therefere you will: excuſe my not 


going over that part of the fubje& now. Where 


the evidence is one there can be no reaſon for 
dividing our aſſent. When, by the application of a- 


thematical rules, (theſe rules not our own invention) 
we are enabled to account for fome FEW of the 
laws of matter and motion, we are prone pre- 
ſently to riſe into the capacity of Dictators and 
Judges; and, from the Chair of Authority, with 
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a deciſive tone, aſſert, 4 There cannot be any thing 
ABOVE what WE underſtand.“ —lt is the part of 
wiſe and modeſt Philoſophers to diſabuſe mans 
kind of their prejudices and pre-conceived, opi- 
nions in matters of ſcience 1 but for them to fit in 
Judgement on their Maker is A folly more un- 
pardonable that of a boy, who ſhould: think it 
impoſſible for a Locke, a Newton, a Prieſtley. to 
know more than be? Such gentlemen treat; the 
Almighty as though he were ſoch an one as 
themſelves; and even ſuppoſe, that to be the caſe, 
then they could not comprehend: him, \there muſt 
be inexplicable myſtery, But until they can 
do ſo, it becomes them cautious what they 
aſſert concerning him, leſt he, ſhould reprove 
their raſhneſs and avenge. their folly. ' Should he 
proceed to this, and no deliverer nigh, they will 
ſoen, but too late, be convinced of their deluſive 
ignorance, their affected .impatence, and their 
awful wretchedneſs. . Becauſe, Peter, James and 
John are not mathematically one and yet three at 


the ſame time; therefore the. three perſons; of 


Father, Son, and Spirit are not one but three 
gods ! A mind uncankered, with ſelf- important 
pride, and unaffected with, ſtuhhorn prejudice, 
would bluſh to call this a concluſive argument; 
and, yet, ſuch i is. the reaſoning of abuſed. Philo- 
ſophy. Every boy knows, who has employed his 
reaſoning powers a little, that any two or more 

ſets 
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ſets of premiſes muſt naturally and univerſally | 
agree in order to eſtabliſh, preciſely; the ſame. con- 
clufion. But, is ſuch the caſe before us? you 
can zudge. An abſurdity, a contradiction, We 
may diſcover and expoſe, becauſe the matter ia 
before us; but a myſtery is beyond our reach, 
and we can ſay nothing to it without the, im- 
peachment of our common ſenſe. It is a ma 
tery and there ends our knowledge. The ma 
who decides on a queſtion he does not underſtand, | 
is brother to him who,anfwers, a matter before he 
knows it. The all- important reaſon offered; fog 
rejecting the doFrine of the Trinity is this 
bas always confoundeda the Brsr reaſon of man; 
kind.“ So that becauſe REASON cannot compre» 
aid ae Log L047 217 no-binob bes head 
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It gives * offence to IE Ws, Malontraks and Uusrt 2vrã 2 

in general.” This reminds me of Dr. Young's remark which Jin 2 

here tranſcribe, and beg you to.excuſe the length of it. e Here let 

me obſerve, what, perhaps; has Eſcaped your notice, with regard to 

the bleſſed Trinity, which gives our UNBELIEVERs the 

offence. The revelation of it is not only neceſſary for our under 

ſtanding the FOUNDAT10N of chriſtianity, but is alſo, I conceiyeq 

an abſolute DEMONSTRATION of its truth. Becauſe it is n myſ-, 

tery which by nature could not poſſibly have, entered into the imagi». 

nation of man; which, they, who. moſt explode it, CONFESS,, by 

their obſtinate rejection of it. For why: do they reject it, but on 

that very account? Our apponents therefore, in ſome meaſure, ſups. 

port us in our attachment to this ſupreme article of our creed, which, 

they moſt condemn . and (what is ſomewhat, zemarkable in favor of 

our faith,) ſupport us in it, by the very cauſe for which it is con- 

demned by them. In truth none can ſwallow the myſterious artieles 

of our faith, but thoſe who think it no diſhonor to their underſtand- 

ings to credit their Creator, Myſteries are thoſe great and hidden 

things of our Religion, whoſe TRUTH we are aſſured of by divine 

Revelation, but the MAN REA of their being ſurpaſſes our Under- 
, ſtandings « 
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hend it, therefore it is not a truth! An invinclble 


argument truly! A man not naturally ſuperior to 
plants, or brutes, mere matter in motion, makes 
himſelf the ſtandard of the great firſt Cauſe of 
all things,” and determines accordingly ! Such ar- 
gumentation, if it deſerve the name, gives a force 
to the following text of ſcripture, which, perhaps 


nothing elſe could produce. BRwARE leſt any 
man ſpoil you through philoſophy and vain de- 
ceit, after the tradition of men, after the rudi- 


ments of the world, and not after Chriſt.” (Cob. 
it, 8.) If this be not falſe philoſophy, or philo- 
ſophy falſly applied, I am yet to learn what is ? 
Is this the END for which the eternal God fur- 
niſhed man with reaſon? for xEASON in return to 
riſe up and decide on its Author and teach him 
knowledge ! Is this the end the great Creator 
deſigned in giving man ability and opportunity 
for obtaining ſome, PARTIAL knowledge of bis 


fariditigs : Such as the plurality of perſons in the divine Unity : 
God manifeſt in the flcth': The operation of the Holy Spirit in the 
hearts of believers i The ſpiritual preſence of Chriſt in the Eucha- 
rift?” The uniting our ſcattered parts from the duſt of death: Alt 
which the ſcriptures have declared as catholic truths. The mare 
feemingly incredible the matter is which we believe, the more reſpett 


we ſliew to the relator. Socikus, out of generous compaſſion to 


the ſcriptures, (Which the world, it ſeems, had miſunderſtood for 
x 500 yea „) was for weeding them of their myſteries z and render- 
ing them, in the plenitude of his 1NFALLIBLE 'REASON, vodiſ. 
guſting, and palatable to all the rational part of mankind: 70 
ſnould honeſt Jews and Tua ks be frighted from us by the 1 
He was for making Religion familiar, and noffenſve. And 0 
dit, and unchriſtian too.” 
'CENTAUR NOT FABULOUS. 
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works! If philoſqphers chooſe to think ſo, they 
muſt; and while they are feaſting themſelves with 
their s£LF-created importance, I ſhall turn aſide 
to read my bible. Hath not God made fooliſh 
the wiſdom of this world? For after that in the 
wiſdom of God, Tye woRLD BY WISDOoM KNEW 
NOT GOD, it pleaſed God, by the fooliſhneſs of 
preaching, to ſave them that believe. The xA- 
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TURAL man receiveth not the things of the Spirit I, 


of God: for they are fooliſhneſs to him; neither 
can he know them, becauſe they are ſpiritually 
diſcerned. It is given unto you to know the 
* myſteries of the kingdom of heaven, but unto 
THEM it is not given. I thank thee O Father, 
Lord-of heaven and earth, becauſe thou haſt hid 
theſe things from the WISE and yxuDeNT, and 
| haſt revealed them unto babes. Even ſo, Father, 
for ſo it ſeemed _ in thy fight. 70 


In one place, the good Doctor ſeems candid 
enough to ExXCusE thoſe who are now what he 
was once; but in another, they neither ſtudy the 
ſcriptures for themſelves, nor are they chriſtians, 
So it ſeems we have no alternative, but to be 
idle drones and ſtrangers to chriſtianity, or be- 
come followers of Dr. P.! Were I near his honor, 
I would whiſper in the car of our venerable/ 
Judge, and hope no offence—* That we nave 
the pes Tune we do ſtudy them for ovur- 
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ſon, why you are not favored: with us in Your 
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mins -andd that is the very; gerhaps, ox tea- 


train,” But, all the reſt apart-—If it be but 4 
SUPPOSEABLE caſe that he may be miſtaken, and 
he has not yet demonſtrated the contrary 3A ſay; 
if it be vossißIE for him to err in his preſent 
hy potheſis, the magnitude of ſuch an error who 
ean tell? A man who has changed and changed 
like Dr. P. has made it MORE Tyan yoss1BLL 
that he may not be yet Rio, and fo gives, at 
leaſt, ſome preſumptive reaſon to apprehend he 
may be wRoXG : And, if wrong, what has not 
the Doftor—what have not his-VixvicaTors and. * 
DiserpL Es to apprehend, in the final audit of the 
wotld! Were I admitted to their preſence, 1 
would affectionately ſolicit their ſerious attention 
to Pf, 2: ultz © Kiſs the Son, leſt he be angry, 
and ye periſh from the way, when his wrath. is 
kindled but a little : bleſſed a are all 1 that AA 
their truſt in him.“ _= 


But 1 Ane. 1 can ſay nothing NEW on 


this ſubject. Your propoſal rendered it right for 


me to ſay what I have. It may ſerve to refreſn 
your memory and bring to mind ſome brighter 
and better thoughts. The Lord uſe it for his 
Glory. Amen. . = 
5 T am, dear Sir, your's, 
Crap, 7 2 | 


May: 3, 1784. s. ROWLES. 


